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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's election without traverse of claims 15-22 in the reply filed on 
1 1/15/06 is acknowledged. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. A 
complete reply to the final rejection must include cancellation of nonelected 
claims or other appropriate action (37 CFR 1 .144) See MPEP § 821 .01 . 

Claims 1-14 are hereby withdrawn from further consideration. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 15-22 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 15 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 

being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 

matter which applicant regards as the invention. Applicants limitation that 

generating an electronic license that includes a plurality of software command 

directives embedded therein for at least one of accepting and rejecting 

registration, by one or more external processes or products having the soft-ware 

commands, and wherein each command directive includes a command name 

associated with one of the plurality of software commands and an inclusion or 

exclusion identifier for the acceptance or rejection of the registration is unclear. 

Examiner can only guess that the above is alluding to the upgrade to a license 
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and the procedure that is inherent to license upgrades. These procedures 
include questioning the user as to whether he wants the upgrade or not in a 
series of questions. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 15 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Haruki, USPAP 2001/0013099, and further in view of Ross et 
al., USP 5,553,143. 

As per claims 15 and 22, Haruki discloses a method for licensing external 
processes on a server comprising the steps of (Abstract): Generating an 
electronic license that includes a plurality of software command directives 
embedded therein for at least on of accepting or rejecting registration, by one or 
more external processes, of software commands (Abstract, lines 1-9); and 
registering software commands based upon the software command directives 
(page 5 claim3); and executing the registered commands (figure 11). 

Haruki does not disclose software commands or a string identifying a 
command name and an inclusion or exclusion identifier. Ross et al. discloses 
software commands and a string identifying a command name and an inclusion 
or exclusion identifier (the procedure of accepting or declining the upgrade to a 
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license) (col.4, 24-30; col.5, 4-15, 35-45; col.6, 33-67; col.9, 44-57; col. 1 1, 47-55; 
col. 12, 1-45; col. 13, 40-65; fig's 5-9). It would have been obvious to modify 
Haruki to include software commands and a string identifying a command name 
and an inclusion or exclusion identifier in the license (the process of upgrading a 
license) such as that taught by Ross et al. in order to have portions of an 
encrypted license document to become available upon the registration and 
acceptance of the license upgrade. 

Claim 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Haruki and Ross et al. as applied to claim 15 above, 
and further in view of Misra et al. U.S. Patent 6,189,146. 

As per claim 16, Haruki discloses a method for licensing external 
processes on a server (Abstract), as described above. Haruki does not disclose 
directing the one or more external processes to only use a set of licensed 
hardware resources, the set of licensed hardware resources being defined by 
one or more fields in the electronic license. Misra et al. discloses directing the 
one or more external processes to only use a set of licensed hardware 
resources, the set of licensed hardware resources being defined by one or more 
fields in the electronic license (col. 7, table 1). It would have been obvious to 
modify Haruki to include directing the one or more external processes to only use 
a set of licensed hardware resources, the set of licensed hardware resources 
being defined by one or more fields in the electronic license such as that taught 
by Misra et al. in order to better handle the management of the different part of 
the license agreement. 



Application/Control Number: 09/973,664 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3694 

As per claim 17, Haruki discloses a method for licensing external 
processes on a server (Abstract), as described above. Haruki does not disclose 
the step of generating which includes generating a license upgrade, the license 
upgrade defining a set of additional commands for registration that are not part of 
software commands registered in conjunction with one or more prior licenses. 
Misra et al. discloses the step of generating which includes generating a license 
upgrade, the license upgrade defining a set of additional commands for 
registration that are not part of software commands registered in conjunction with 
one or more prior licenses (col. 18, lines 17-38). It would have been obvious to 
modify Haruki to include the step of generating which includes generating a 
license upgrade, the license upgrade defining a set of additional commands for 
registration that are not part of software commands registered in conjunction with 
one or more prior licenses such as that taught by Misra et al. in order to better 
handle the license upgrades. 

As per claim 18, Haruki discloses a method for licensing external 
processes on a server (Abstract), as described above. Haruki does not disclose 
the step of generating which, includes generating a license upgrade, the license 
upgrade describing additional hardware resources licensed for use by the one or 
more external processes that are not part of hardware resources licensed for use 
by prior licenses. Misra et al. discloses the step of generating which, includes . 
generating a license upgrade, the license upgrade describing additional 
hardware resources licensed for use by the one or more external processes that 
are not part of hardware resources licensed for use by prior licenses (col. 18, 
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lines 17-38). It would have been obvious to modify Haruki to include the step of 
generating which, includes generating a license upgrade, the license upgrade 
describing additional hardware resources licensed for use by the one or more 
external processes that are not part of hardware resources licensed for use by 
prior licenses such as that taught by Misra et al. in order to better handle the 
license upgrades. 

As per claim 19, Haruki discloses a method for licensing external 
processes on a server (Abstract), as described above. Haruki does not disclose 
the step of generating which includes generating a license upgrade, the license 
upgrade describing additional hardware resources licensed for use by the one or 
more external processes that add further capabilities to hardware resources 
licensed for use by prior licenses. Misra et al. discloses the step of generating 
which includes generating a license upgrade, the license upgrade describing 
additional hardware resources licensed for use by the one or more external 
processes that add further capabilities to hardware resources licensed for use by 
prior licenses (col. 18, lines 17-38; col. 12, lines 56-67). It would have been 
obvious to modify Haruki to include the step of generating which includes 
generating a license upgrade, the license upgrade describing additional 
hardware resources licensed for use by the one or more external processes that 
add further capabilities to hardware resources licensed for use by prior licenses 
such as that taught by Misra et al. in order to better handle the license upgrades. 

As per claim 20, Haruki discloses a method for licensing external 
processes on a server (Abstract), as described above. Haruki does not disclose 
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either one of (a) installing the electronic license in the server prior to shipment of 
the server to an end-user of the server and (b) providing the electronic license to 
the end-user on a removable media for installation in the server after the 
shipment of the server to the end-user. Misra et al. discloses either one of (a) 
installing the electronic license in the server prior to shipment of the server to an 
end-user of the server and (b) providing the electronic license to the end-user on 
a removable media for installation in the server after the shipment of the server to 
the end-user (col. 2, lines 22-47). It would have been obvious to modify Haruki to 
include either one of (a) installing the electronic license in the server prior to 
shipment of the server to an end-user of the server and (b) providing the 
electronic license to the end-user on a removable media for installation in the 
server after the shipment of the server to the end-user such as that taught by 
Misra et al. in order to have more choices as to the installment of the electronic 
license. 

As per claim 21 , Haruki discloses a method for licensing external 
processes on a server (Abstract), as described above. Haruki does not disclose 
installing the electronic license in the server in an over-the-wire process including 
(a) digitally signing the electronic license by a vendor, (b) transmitting the digitally 
signed electronic license over a communications network from the vendor to the 
server, (c) validating the digitally signed electronic license by the server and (d) 
installing the validated electronic license in the server. Misra et al. discloses 
installing the electronic license in the server in an over-the-wire process including 
(a) digitally signing the electronic license by a vendor, (b) transmitting the digitally 
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signed electronic license over a communications network from the vendor to the 
server, (c) validating the digitally signed electronic license by the server and (d) 
installing the validated electronic license in the server (col. 2, lines 22-47 and 
abstract). It would have been obvious to modify Haruki to include a installing the 
electronic license in the server in an over-the-wire process including (a) digitally 
signing the electronic license by a vendor, (b) transmitting the digitally signed 
electronic license over a communications network from the vendor to the server, 
(c) validating the digitally signed electronic license by the server and (d) installing 
the validated electronic license in the server such as that taught by Misra et al. in 
order to have a more efficient way of installing the electronic license. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Behrang Badii whose telephone number is 
571-272-6879. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by .telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on 571-272-6712. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 



Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Mail Stop Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
or faxed to (571)273-8300 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to 

United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 



Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 
application or proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 3600 
Customer Service Office whose telephone number is (571) 272-3600. 
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